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became furious; for I pointed out to him that the
letter said what he denied.

" M. de Saint-Lambert was then upon active service
with the army. As he is a friend of mine, he came to
see me upon his return. Being persuaded that Eousseau
had written to him in the way we had agreed upon,
I spoke to him about this adventure, as of a thing he
knew even better than I did. But not at all. He
knew only half the story; so that, as a result of
Eousseau's falseness, I fell into an indiscretion.

" But what did the infamous Rousseau do then ? He
accused me of having betrayed him ! of having violated
the faith of the confidence he had reposed in me ! And
he published the note upon this subject, that may be
seen in the preface to his work against the theatre;
and that, although he knew perfectly well I was no
traitor, not even indiscreet, but that he himself was
false and had deceived me.

"I reproached him with having written to Saint-
Lambert in a difierent way to the one we had chosen.
To that, he replied that he had some knowledge of
characters; and that what might do well with one
person, did badly with another.

"Then I reproached him with having deceived me,
"by leading me to believe that he had written in
accordance with my advice. To that he made no reply
whatever.

" His note is a tissue of villainies. I have been on
friendly terms with this man for fifteen years. Of all
the proofs of friendship that one man can give another,
there is not one that I have not given him ; and on his
side, he has never shown me any. He himself has
sometimes been ashamed of it. Often I have grown
pale over his works; he admits it, but only partially.
He does not say all he owes to my care, to my counsels,
to our talks, to everything. And his last work is to
a great extent an attack upon me. He praises d?Alembert
in it, for whom he has no esteem, neither as a writer nor of consulting this
